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REMARKS 

; CLaimyI-28 are ^ 
'are' allowed: Claims 22 and 24 are aUoxvable if rewriiten, .. 

. In the Office Act^ 
paragraph* as failing *o coinply with ^ 
■■■■ 'ih&ttb^&ped^ 

For example, ^ 

Ime .4 through page 7. line 17, Claim- 26 is supported, at _ least,, on p&ge .'65* line 3 through page 
68, line 12. Claim 27 is. supported, at least, on page 62. line 14 through page 64.1jne 22. Claim ;/'-; 
2S is supported* at le as t , oji page 66 r iine 16 through page 68^ H 

given i .by -way of -example and other ponipns af ihe specifi 25-28. . . 

Applicant respectfully requests that th^ 
there is ap othet basis for reject 

Ciaimk^jectwns-35US.C.§li}2 

Also in the Office AcUon r the. Examine r rejected claims 16-18 : arid 23 under 3 
102(a) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent: 5,077,73.2 m FiM^^et al^^td^fiCT "Fischer- 3 ). 
Applicant respectfully traverses cMs xejecdon. 

In order for a reference to anticipate -a claim, each a^ 
disclosed or. suggested 

disclose: or suggest ail of the featQ^s/ofxiaim-l^---'-- ' 
. Claim 16 r&cites (emphasis added)i : 

A method of sharag iafor^ 
stations an .a ^oramunicaiiohssra 
■ '/ Stations being capable ot^^ 

the communis ; . 

siation-sv comprismg periodically 
other statiotts CT 

frames. \- •.••••.....'•'.• '. • . .• •'• v'.'/---/. • • ■ ■ ■ ■ 
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- tfiiagiteK: April 4*~am • ••••• . • - 

Tifo- Msthop A^^n^lnfaffi^ a ffiura fov qf Stations in a'Fra«?&-fibiAfr3 C^myrraft-tcatJOns NgTa^oric ^ B ^__^_^_ r __^__ . 

Xhe Examiner asserted in the Office ^ at 

column 20, lines 1-10, which specifically recites: 

Tn a non-token based netwo^ 
. . network, and perhaps periodica^ 

broadcast frames that contain their .capabilities. These periodic . .. 
broadcasts of capabilities occur at the common rate, -and/are 
received by all of the other nodes on the network. The capability 
; information which is recorded in the capability table for each of 
the nodes is built or updated sccocdiag to the$e :periodic 
...-••^broadcasts, ••' v; 

. Fischer discloses itetwofk nodes periodically, sending broadcast frames that include tlieir . 
■ capabilities; There is no raenton by Fischer: ^ 

annotincemesots or that the broadcast frames ate coatrol frames, as recited /•ia: ; cl.aj|m;.l6 : ::-^In-:.fact 5 .- 

Fischer describes rbese broadcast frames as data frames including capability intbrniaivon 

embedded in the data frames. Such an approach is described in Fischer at column 18; fines 52- . 

63 : which recites (emphasis added): 

Upon receiving the token during network f econfigu ration, the !eahano&d 
node sends a broadcast data packet to all other nodes, The broadcast <lata packer 
has inserted therein the enhanced operational or data rate ■xa-pabijitiesv vBroadcasts-.- ■; 
always take place -at the common 

receive them. AH of the otlier nodes receive the broadcast, and the enhanced . 
nodes extract the capabi lity iitfQnTi3tiQn< : associate the extracted ^capability : ;; 
itifbrmation with the ; 115 of. the^^ n^^ 
associMed JD aiid^ 
c^iBmuntca^pg between nodes, 

Accordingly, Fischer does not. disclose or suggest "periodically broadca^liiig by one 
station to all other stations capability 

clearly recited by claim 1 6. The Office Action does rtoi explain how these features of claim 16 

ate ..disclosed by Fischer*. As Fischerdoes not disdose, describe or 

and limitations of claim 16. tlte rejection of clafen 16 should.be withdrawB^ . .. 

Dependent claims 17 and IS are allowable for at feast die s 
claim 16* from which they depend. Applicants* therefore, respectfully submit tfiat the rejection 
of claims IT atid IS should also be withdrawn. 
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' ■ Tiite: Method of Sharing In formation Atwanta Piuraiitv-orSiatfows in a Prarne-iHtased Gomammicaifons N*<nw>& ■ 

Independent claim 23 includes similar limitations to tbose discussed above wkh resp€ct 
to claim 16. Therefore, claim 23 is patentable over Fischer for .similar reasons claim 16. 
Applicant respectfulh' requests that the Examiner withdraw the rejection of claim 23. 

• Clam-Rejections-— 35 tLS>C* § 103- 

Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S...C § 103(a) as being unpatentable 'oyer Fischer, Claim 
20 is rejected under 35 USC § 1 03(a) as . being unpatentable over Fischer in -view - o£ : U:S . Patent 
5 } 46J : 608 to Ypshiyama. Claim 21 is rejected usder U.$,C. | ;1 03(a) as beimg Bnpate^tabJe over 
Fischer in view df U . S . Patent 5 ,894 .481 to Book; . ' 

Claim 19 depends from claim 16 and mcludes all of its itmitationSH Claim 19 is .not 
obvious over Fischer as Fischer fails to disclose suggest or describe the iim^ 16 
discussed above. Therefore, Applicmion respe^ the 
rejection of claim 19, ' - - ' 

••Oaiins-2(>.and'2t also depend- from ■ clalm^-and Includes al 1 of i ts liiixitati arts ; Ap pi iea n t 
respectfuliy submits that neither Yoshiyama or Boole alone or in combination Willi Fischer, cure 
the de ficiencies of Fischer discussed above with regard; tociaim 16^: Accordh^ and 
21 arc allowable lor at least the same reasons as claim 16. Therefore, Applicant respectfuHv 
requests that j&e Examine 

A llowable Subject Matter 

In the Office Action, the Examiner indicated clara 
Examiner also indicated that claims 22 aod 24 wou 

form. Applicant thanks the Examiner for. these indications of • #]3ow%ncc. and ^JjOwabiJify. 
However, because Applicant believes ail pending claims are allowable, as discussed a]bove f 
Applicant.. has elected not .to.--rewrite/Claiins..'22.--and-'24.-:axid. instead, submit^? the foregoing 
remarks. / . .-• • \ /;-.•' .. - .. ■ :V-\,.v.. •-• 
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lU$fo;>jcfoftd'ttf 1^ . ,', 

Corzclusi&n ..•:'••.••.•.•/>.• v 

Accordingly, all pending claims are believed to in poadifion for allowance, and such 

action, is requested in the /Examiner's next official comniBiiicatiQii- The ^£xam}Aer- J^dnviied-.to 

iefephope AppKcanrs auorney (3^50-554-^8042) to. facilitate pr<5secuuoa of this application, . 
If necessary, please charge any a 

NV 50-3521.".. '•• . 

Brake HughesPLC 

■ . ^-:/-::-GuS'tomejr-:No:.o3j566---v- 

B&one : 3fe54^804'2 ■ >. V- /• 

Date ,'4/^'12:%^4t6 • Byi^g^^ 

' Paoi Wv Ghurilla • 

• ; Rcg/No> 47,495"'" 
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